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BATH-BRUNSWICK LABOR MARKET AREA 
Between January and February, the unemployment rate in the Bath-Brunswick Labor Market 
Area fell from 7.0 percent to 6.8 percent as a result of a decrease in both resident 
employment and unemployment. Resident employment fell from 22,080 to 21,870, with layoffs 
in shoes, contract construction, and retail trade. Meanwhile, total joblessness in the 
area dee Ii ned from I, 670 to I, 590, as peop I e who were norm a 11 y employed in temporary 
seasonal industries dropped out of the labor force. Last year at this time 1,660 local 
residents were unemployed, and the unemployment rate was 6.8 percent. 
BIDDEFORD-SANFORD LABOR MARKET AREA 
The unemployment rate dropped in the Biddeford-Sanford Labor Market Area in February as 
employment rose and the number unemployed declined. Resident employment increased from 
29,600 in January to 29,800 in February, while the number unemployed fel I from 3,000 to 
2,900. The resulting unemployment rate of 8.9 percent was below the 9.2 percent recorded 
in January and was slightly above the state rate of 8.8 percent and the national rate of 
8.4 percent for February. A year ago the local unemployment rate was 11.9 percent. 
This February most emptoyment gains were concentrated in manufacturing, specifically 
apparel and metals and machinery. 
LEWISTON-AUBURN STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA 
The unemployment rate in the Lewiston-Auburn Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 
(SMSA) declined from 9.2 percent in January to 8.6 percent in February. Meanwhile, the 
state's unemployment rate fel I from 9.4 percent to 8.8 percent, while the national rate 
dropped from 8.8 percent to 8.4 percent. Between January and February, local resident 
employment increased from 34,500 to 35,000, with employment gains in metals and 
machinery, paper and allied products, and local education. Total joblessness in the area 
decreased from 3,500 in January to 3,300 in February. Last year at this time, 4,400 local 
residents were unemployed, and the unemployment rate was 11.5 percent. 
PORTLAND STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA 
The unemployment rate in the Portland Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) fell 
from 6.9 percent in January to 5.8 percent in February. Resident employment increased 
from 92,400 in January to 93,600 in February, exhibiting larger-than-average growth for 
this time of year. The number unemployed declined from 5,900 in January to 5,800 in 
February. The local unemployment rate of 5.8 percent is well below the state and 
national unemployment rates of 8.8 percent and 8.4 percent, respectively. A year ago the 
local unemployment rate was 7.8 percent, and 7,400 persons were jobless. This February 
industries spearheading the growth in resident employment included state and local 
government; finance, insurance, and real estate; and lumber and wood products. 
RUMFORD LABOR MARKET AREA 
The unemployment rate in the Rumford Labor Market Area fel I from 9.8 percent in January 
to 9.2 percent in February. Meanwhile, the state's unemployment rate declined from 9.4 
percent to 8.8 percent, while the national rate dropped from 8.8 percent to 8.4 percent. 
Between January and February local resident employment increased from 17,820 to 18, 160 as 
a result of employment gains in local schools fol lowing a vacation period and unusually 
warm weather encouraging early construction activity. Total unemployment in the area 
fel I from 1,940 to 1,850. Last year at this time 2,460 local residents were out of work, 
and the unemployment rate was 12.1 percent. 
WATERVILLE LABOR MARKET AREA 
The employment situation improved slightly in February in the Watervi I le Labor Market 
Area. Resident employment rose by 250 to 19,900 in February. The number of jobless 
persons dipped slightly to 1,790. The resulting unemployment rate of 8.3 percent was 0.1 
percentage points below the unemployment rate recorded for the area in January. A year 
ago the unemployment rate stood at 10.9 percent, while 2,370 persons were jobless and 
19,420 residents were employed. This February slight employment gains were evidenced in 
textile mi 11 products, apparel, and I umber and wood products. In nonmanufacturing, 
seasonal .losses in retail trade were offset by gains in state and local government. The 
local unemployment rate of 8.3 percent remained below both the state unemployment rate of 
8.8 percent and the national unemployment rate of 8.4 percent. ~ 
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• All estimates shown are not seasonally adjusted. Estimates for the State and sub·State areas have been benchmarked to the latest Current Population Survey estimates for the State. 
2 Preliminary estimates. 
3 Revised estimates. 
4 In thousands. 
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THE STATEWIDE MONTHLY NEWS RELEASE 
ANALYSIS COVERING, SELECTED a MAINE~ LABOR MARKET AREAS 
AUGUSTA LABOR MARKET AREA 
The employment situation in the Augusta Labor Market Area improved during February. 
The unemployment rate dipped to 7.9 percent. This was the result of a decline in the 
number unemployed from 2,590 in January to 2,290 in February coupled with a rise in 
resident employment from 26,010 to 26,730 in February. A year ago the local unemployment 
rate was 9.5 percent. At that time, resident employment was 26, 100, while 2, 740 persons 
were jobless. This February employment in manufacturing evidenced little change overall. 
Small employment losses in textile mill products and paper and allied products were offset 
by employment gains in leather and leather products and apparel. Although nonmanufactur-
ing evidenced some seasonal losses throughout most of the · sector, there were employment 
gains in government as schools returned to normal operation after vacations. The local 
unemployment rate of 7.9 percent was wel I below the unemployment rates for the state and 
the nation of 8.8 percent and 8.4 percent, respectively. 
BANGOR-BREWER LABOR MARKET AREA 
Economic conditions in the Bangor-Brewer Labor Market Area improved in February. Total 
unemployment fel I from 3,200 in January to 2, 700 in February, while resident employment 
rose from 38,100 to 39,500. As a result, the local unemployment rate declined from 7.7 
percent in January to 6.4 percent in February. Corresponding state and national 
unemployment rates were 8.8 percent and 8.4 percent, respectively. Most improvements in 
employment over the month were in the nonmanufacturing sector. The most noticeable 
employment gains were recorded in nondomestic services and government. Manufacturing 
employment declined by approximate! y 200. The textile mi 11 products and leather and 
leather products industries were largely responsible for the decline in manufacturirg. c/ JJlj) 
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